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tions were made in the interest of 'enhancing public safety'. The Group found no support for the view that radiation released from Sellafield was responsible for the observed incidences of leukaemia in Seascale or its neighbourhood. Neither did they find any evidence for any generalrisk of health of children or adults living near Sellafield when compared to the rest of Cumbria. They gave a qualified reassurance to the people who are concerned about the possible health hazards in the neighbourhood of Sellafield.
Since the publication of the Black Report there has been continuing press and public interest in health effects around nuclear sites. Perhaps when the report's recommendations have been implemented it will be possible to allay such fears and offer unqualified reassurance? This is however unlikely to be the case until more is understood about the agents which cause leukaemia, of which radiation is undoubtedly only one.
this for important alpha emitters and the paucity of post-mortem assessments was mentioned. In spite of deficiencies in the monitoring programme, uncertainties in gut transfer factors and the absence of human monitoring for actinides the report concludes that MAFF's monitoring activities would have detected any abnormal plant discharges and that the calculation of red bone marrow doses by the NRPB are based on best estimate assumptions. This section of the report highlights the need for improvements in methods of assessing population exposure and in the controls placed by government upon industry. Specific recommendations included more human monitoring using whole body monitors, cytogenetic techniques, etc.; more research on gut transfer factor and metabolism in adults/ children; habit surveys in children; more low dose rate in-vivo and in-vitro radiobiology studies; and revision of the Sellafield Authorisation regarding solvents and particulates and the introduction of short-term discharge limits. The final recommendations of the report also included a need for a critical review of the requirement for Sellafield discharges to be in excess of those from similar plant in other countries. Regarding the controls imposed by government upon BNFL the Group recommended more frequent reviews of authorisations; greater emphasis on the consideration of epidemiological data when evaluating health consequences of discharges; formal consultation on health effects of discharges between NRPB and Health Departments, and more clearly defined responsibility for monitoring of environmental pollutants.
The report's formidable list of recommenda-
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